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the coming into force of this agreement, the Commission' had ehad
no occasion to note any disadvantages arising in connexion with
the present frontier-line from the standpoint of the administration
of the mandated territories concerned, or from that of the interests
of the local populations'.

In the next section, between the French mandated territory of
Syria on the one hand and the Transjordanian portion of the British
mandated territory of Palestine on the other, a definitive settlement
was more difficult to arrive at. In this section, the parties had to
strike a balance between three desiderata: "not to disturb the popula-
tions in the exercise of their rights and customs; to increase security
by facilitating administration; and to ensure, in the present and the
future, the security of the vital communications between 'Iraq and
Trans Jordan towards the Mediterranean'.1 In the first two of these
three matters, the situation on this section of the border was not
unlike that on the third section, which divided Syria from 'Iraq.2
The frontier here ran through the borderland between the nomads
of the steppe, whose seasonal migrations to and fro across the frontier
had to be provided for,3 and certain sedentary populations constitut-
ing historic wholes that could not be arbitrarily partitioned without
great injustice and hardship. The rough-and-ready line of 1920,
which had partitioned the Yazidi community in the Jabal Sinjar
in the section between the Tigris and the Euphrates,4 had inflicted
the same wrong upon the Druse community in the Jabalu'd Duruz
in the section now in question between the Hamad and the Yarmuk.
In the Jazirah section, a solution was found, as is recorded in another
chapter,5 on the lines of a readjustment of the 1920 frontier which
had the effect of reuniting the whole Yazldi community within the
borders of 'Iraq. On the same principle, the middle section of the
1920 frontier was readjusted in such a way as to reunite the whole
Druse community within the borders of the French mandated
territory.6 Thus the principle which worked out to the territorial
disadvantage of the French mandated territory on one sector worked
out to its advantage on another.

An Anglo-French agreement for a readjustment of the middle
section of the 1920 frontier, in the sense indicated above, was em-

1  Statement made to the League Council by its rapporteur, Monsieur Foti6
(Jugoslavia), on the 30th January, 1932.

2  For the history of the settlement of this section, see the Survey for 1925,
vol. i, Part III, section (ix); the Survey for 1928, Part III B, section (viii).

8 See the Survey for 1930, p. 316.                                  4 See p. 302, above.

6 See the present volume, section (viii) of this part above.

6 Rapport sur la situation de la Syne et du Libcm (Annee 1931), p. 12.